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Magnetic frustrations in two-dimensional materials provide a rich playground to engineer uncon-
ventional phenomena such as non-collinear magnetic order and quantum spin-liquid behavior. How-
ever, despite intense efforts, a realization of tunable frustrated magnetic order in two-dimensional
materials remains an open challenge. Here we propose Coulomb engineering as a versatile strategy
to tailor magnetic ground states in layered materials. Using the proximal quantum spin-liquid can-
didate 1T-TaS2 as an example, we show how long-range Coulomb interactions renormalize the low
energy nearly flat band structure, leading to a Heisenberg model which decisively depends on the
Coulomb interactions. Based on this, we show that superexchange couplings in the material can
be precisely tailored by means of environmental dielectric screening, ultimately allowing to exter-
nally drive the material towards the quantum spin-liquid regime. Our results put forward Coulomb
engineering as a powerful tool to manipulate magnetic properties of van der Waals materials.

Magnetic frustration in quantum systems represents
one of the fundamental ingredient to stabilize quan-
tum spin-liquid (QSL) physics, characterized by a quan-
tum disordered ground state and fractional excitations[1–
5]. Interest in quantum-spin-liquids has been fueled
by their potential emergent Majorana physics[6], high-
temperature superconductivity[7, 8], and use for topolog-
ical quantum computing[9]. A variety of materials have
been proposed as QSL candidates[10–22], yet observing
their QSL state is found to be highly sensitive to details of
their Hamiltonian. While natural QSL materials are rare
and require very precise fine-tuning, engineered materials
allow to drastically overcome such challenges. Interest-
ingly, van der Waals QSL candidates such as TaS2[23–25]
and TaSe2[26] provide versatile platforms for a variety of
quantum engineering methods such as straining[27, 28],
twisting[29–31], impurity engineering[32–34] as well as
Coulomb engineering, that could potentially drive them
towards the QSL regime.

Coulomb engineering[35–37] refers to a strategy to
tailor many-body interactions by means of dielectric
environments, which is particularly efficient for low-
dimensional materials. This is due to the pronounced
role of non-local Coulomb interactions, which decisively
define many-body properties in low-dimensional systems
and which can be simultaneously efficiently externally
modified. In this way band gaps[37–43] as well as
excitonic[37, 42, 44] or plasmonic[45, 46] excitations and
even topological properties[47] can be precisely tailored
in 2D and 1D systems with the help of (structured) di-
electric substrates. Furthermore, Coulomb interactions
also play a crucial role in magnetic van der Waals ma-
terials, affecting the magnetic exchange between local-
ized magnetic moments. However, up to date, control-
ling magnetic properties of van der Waals materials via
Coulomb engineering has been limited to the example of
CrI3[48].

FIG. 1. (a) Sketch of 1T-TaS2 Coulomb engineered by a sub-
strate with dielectric constant ε. The red arrows represent the
local magnetic moments in the SOD unit cell. The superex-
change couplings Jij between these magnetic moments can
be tuned with Coulomb engineering. (b) Sketch of the heli-
cal spiral ground state in 1T-TaS2. The red arrows represent
the direction of the local magnetic moment. (c) Sketch of the
QSL ground state in 1T-TaS2.

Here, we put forward Coulomb engineering as a pow-
erful tool to manipulate the ground states of magnetic
van der Waals materials, ultimately allowing to stabilize
a QSL regime. Using the QSL candidate 1T-TaS2 as a
prototypical example, we show how substrate screening
renormalizes its low-energy electronic dispersion and how
this controls the internal magnetic superexchange inter-
actions. Together with direct exchange interactions, this
allows to externally and non-invasively tailor the mag-
netic ground state in the material via changes to its di-
electric environment. Importantly, beyond the case of
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1T-TaS2 analyzed here, our proposal provides a starting
point towards the engineering of artificial magnets via
tailored electronic interactions. Ultimately, these results
put forward the control of long-range Coulomb interac-
tions as a versatile strategy for quantum matter design.

We now elaborate on the material we will focus on
in our discussion, 1T-TaS2. 1T-TaS2 hosts a charge-
density-wave (CDW) instability leading to the formation
of the Star-of-David (SOD) unit cell with 13 atoms at
low temperature[23, 49–52]. The CDW as well as spin-
orbit coupling (SOC) result in a half-filled narrow band at
the Fermi energy, with a bandwidth of a few 10meV[53].
Together with sizable Coulomb interactions[54] this ren-
ders 1T-TaS2 a correlated insulator rather than a simple
metal. The electrons form local magnetic moments with
S = 1/2 at each SOD, and interact via exchange and
superexchange coupling (Fig. 1(a)), resulting in poten-
tial helical spiral and QSL ground states, as illustrated
in Fig. 1(b) and (c), respectively.

We capture the low energy physics of 1T-TaS2 with a
single Wannier orbital model including long-range elec-
tronic interactions:

H =
∑
i,j,σ

tijc
†
i,σcj,σ + U

∑
i

ni,↑ni,↓

+
∑

i,j,σ,σ′

Vij
2
ni,σnj,σ′ ,

(1)

where σ and σ′ are spin indices, and ni,σ = c†i,σci,σ. The
hoppings tij are fitted to DFT data[54] where we find
hoppings up to the 14th neighbour. We parameterize
the long-range Coulomb interactions Vij via a modified
Yukawa potential of the form

Vij =
U√

1 +
(

4πε0Urij
e2

)2 e−rij/rTF , (2)

where U is the on-site Coulomb interaction and rij the
distance between sites i and j. The included Ohno
potential[43, 55] results in a r−1 long-wavelength be-
haviour, which is further suppressed by the exponen-
tial term controlled by an effective screening length rTF.
This way, the non-local Coulomb interaction is fully pa-
rameterized by the local interaction U and the screen-
ing length rTF. It is worth noting that environmental
screening to layered materials, such as resulting from di-
electric substrates, is strongly non-local[35, 36, 56] such
that long-ranged interactions Vij are stronger reduced
than the local one U . To fully characterize this model
we, however, treat U and rTF as independent parameters
in the following, understanding that any environmental
screening will reduce both simultaneously.

The interacting model of Eq. (1) is analyzed in two
steps. In the limit U � Vij , we can first integrate out
the long-range interactions Vij , leading to a renormalized

dispersion for the low-energy band[57, 58]. The resulting
Hamiltonian H̃ takes the form

H̃ =
∑
i,j

t̃ijc
†
i cj + U

∑
i

ni,↑ni,↓, (3)

where t̃ij are the renormalized hoppings derived from
Eq. (1) using a Hatree-Fock variational wavefunction en-
forcing time-reversal symmetry.

For U between 100 and 500 meV as estimated for
1T metallic TMDCs [54, 59] and several choices of rTF

the corresponding long-range Coulomb interactions Vn
and renormalized hoppings t̃n are shown in Figs. 2(a,b),
where Vn denotes nth neighbor Coulomb interaction and
similarly for t̃n. We see that Vn is increased by increas-
ing U and rTF, which mostly affects t̃1 for rTF < a (a is
the CDW lattice constant), while the long-range interac-
tion with rTF = a also modulates hoppings up to t̃5. The
corresponding renormalized band structures are shown in
Figs. 2(c-f). For rTF = 0.3a (with Vn>1 ≈ 0) the band-
width is not significantly affected and we find only mod-
ifications to the dispersion around Γ upon changing U ,
c.f. Figs. 2(c,d). Increasing rTF > 0.3a yields Vn>1 > 0,
which decisively affects both, the bandwidth and the
overall dispersion, c.f. Figs. 2(e,f). As maintaining the
Mott regime requires that the bandwidth renormalization
should not be too large, we focus on rTF ≤ 0.4a in the
following. In addition to the bandwidth renormalization,
we observe a Coulomb controlled Lifshitz transition: as
U and rTF increase, the electron pocket at Γ vanishes,
as depicted in the insets of Figs. 2(c-f). This transition
results in different dependencies of superexchange cou-
plings on the Coulomb interactions as we discuss in the
following.

We now analyze the Hamiltonian from Eq. (3) in
the strong coupling limit, i.e. U � t̃ij , using the
Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation, leading to an ef-
fective model for spin-degrees of freedom:

H =
∑
i,j

JijSi · Sj , (4)

with Jij = 2
t̃2ij
U . Due to the renormalization of tij by

Vij , the magnetic superexchange interactions Jij are con-
trolled by changes to U and rTF as well. This is the
first important result of our proposal: Coulomb engineer-
ing will control the effective exchange interactions due to
their dependence on the local and long-range Coulomb
interactions. This key result stems from the renormal-
ization of the band structure, which in the Mott insu-
lating regime of 1T-TaS2 directly modifies the superex-
change interactions. In particular, we show in Fig. 3(a)
the renormalized nth neighbor exchange Jn. We see that
J1 exhibits a strong dependence on U and rTF, stemming
from the significant renormalization of t̃1. In Fig. 3(b) we
depict the full U and rTF dependencies of J1 in units of
J0
1 = 0.1meV, where J0

1 is the typical magnitude of J1 in
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FIG. 2. (a) Long-range Coulomb interactions Vn and (b) the
corresponding renormalized hoppings t̃n for different values of
parameters U and rTF. (c-f) band structure renormalization
for different values of U and rTF in (a). The color matches
with the color used in (a). The insets show the corresponding
Fermi surfaces for the renormalized bands.

our regime. We find two regimes [separated by the white
dashed line in Fig. 3(b)] stemming from the Coulomb
driven Lifshitz transition of the Hamiltonian of Eq. (1).
In the upper regime Vn has a long-range character yield-
ing renormalized band structures with unoccupied and
rather flat dispersions around Γ, while in the lower regime
the Coulomb interaction is short-ranged (U and V1) and
we find occupied electron pockets (with positive effective
mass) around Γ. J1 is correspondingly larger in the up-
per regime and strongly dependent on rTF. In the lower
regime J1 is reduced and mostly dependent on U .

We note that the Heisenberg model Eq. (4) includes
only superexchange couplings stemming from the local
repulsion. Apart from that, it is important to note that
direct exchange stemming from the overlap of Wannier
centers would also appear in the effective Heisenberg
model[54, 60]. In particular, strong direct exchange in-
teractions promote a ferromagnetic ground state in 1T-
TaS2[54]. To account for this, we now include the direct

FIG. 3. (a) Long-range spin superexchange couplings Jn for
different values of U and rTF. Only J1 is significantly influ-
enced by U and rTF. (b) J1 for different values of U and rTF,
in units of J0

1 = 0.1meV. The dashed line indicates a disconti-
nuity stemming from the Lifshitz transition. (c-f) Frustration
index for the model of Eq. (5) as a function of U and rTF,
with (c) JDX = 0, (d) JDX = 0.2J0

1 , (e) JDX = 0.5J0
1 and (f)

JDX = J0
1 .

exchange term in the Heisenberg model, which results
from Hund’s exchange interaction and can thus be as-
sumed to be independent on the environmental screen-
ing [48]. The corresponding Heisenberg model reads

H =
∑
i,j

JijSi · Sj + JDX

∑
〈i,j〉

Si · Sj , (5)

where JDX is the magnitude of first neighbor direct ex-
change. When the superexchange is small, the system is
dominated by the direct exchange JDX yielding a ferro-
magnetic ground state. When the first neighbor superex-
change dominates over the direct exchange, the system



4

exhibits a helical spiral state[61] due to the large antifer-
romagnetic J1. In the intermediate regime, the competi-
tion between Jij and JDX leads to a state dominated by
long-range antiferromagnetic coupling, potentially lead-
ing to a QSL ground state.

The model of Eq. (5) thus realizes a long-range Heisen-
berg model with tunable frustration controlled by the lo-
cal and non-local Coulomb interactions. While a full cal-
culation of the phase diagram would require to exactly
solve the two-dimensional quantum many-body model,
e.g. with tensor-network[62, 63] or neural network quan-
tum states[64, 65], here we will focus on highlighting the
physical regime where the frustration of the system is
maximal. Focusing on the ferromagnetic and antiferro-
magnetic phases mentioned above, we quantitatively cap-
ture the frustration of the spin model by introducing a
frustration index f({Jn}) defined as:

f({Jn}) =
min(Ehelical, EFM)

J
, (6)

where Ehelical is the energy of the helical spiral state,
EFM is the energy of the ferromagnetic phase, and J =∑
i,j |Jij | is the energy normalization factor. The larger

the frustration index, the higher energy the two classical
ground states have in comparison with the whole man-
ifold of states, therefore giving rise to the possibility of
a lower energy QSL ground state to emerge. The frus-
tration index defined above can be generalized to include
other potential classical ground states of a Heisenberg
model, such as the stripe phase[66] which would appear
for dominating antiferromagnetic J2. As an outlook, we
note that a more sophisticated description of the frustra-
tion can be performed by exactly solving the many-body
system and analyzing the mathematical structure of the
associated reduced density matrices[67]. We finally note
that while the frustration index does not provide an ex-
act mapping of the phase diagram, it allows to efficiently
pinpoint the regions of the phase diagram where compet-
ing QSL may appear.

To characterize the competition between magnetic
phases, we show in Figs. 3(c-f) the frustration index
for the full model using different JDX in the U/rTF

plane. When JDX = 0, as shown in Fig. 3(c), the spi-
ral ground state dominates the whole parameter space
and the frustration index monotonically decreases with
U and rTF. In this case the QSL regime would be fa-
vored for small U and rTF as resulting from increased
environmental screening. We note that the discontinuity
discussed above is also visible here. For JDX = 0.2J0

1 ,
shown in Fig. 3(d), the frustration index is enhanced
(and thus the possibility to drive the system into the
QSL phase) for small rTF and large U . More interest-
ingly, when JDX ≥ 0.2J0

1 , as shown in Fig. 3(e) and (f),
we find both, the spiral and FM phases in the phase dia-
grams. This feature highlights that Coulomb engineering
can be utilized to switch between these classical magnetic

ground states. Even more promising is the border be-
tween these ground states as we find here the maximal
degree of frustration, which defines a ”sweet spot” for
the stabilization of the QSL regime. Finally, for larger
JDX the ferromagnetic ground state would dominate the
whole parameter space. Hence, for small JDX strong en-
vironmental screening is most beneficial to drive the sys-
tem toward the QSL regime, while for JDX ≥ 0.2J0

1 the
optimal environmental screening for the stabilization of
the QSL phase depends on JDX. For both cases, we how-
ever clearly see the potential of Coulomb engineering to
tailor the magnetic ground state. In practice this can
be achieved by exposing the monolayer to different sub-
strates, such as SiO2, SrTiO3, or hBN, or by embedding
it in a tunable dielectric environment[68, 69].

Finally, we comment on several aspects that should
be addressed in future work. First, our analysis focuses
on a spin-isotropic model, where potentially anisotropic
terms stemming from spin-orbit coupling are not in-
cluded. The inclusion of spin-orbit coupling in the low-
energy model would give rise to spin-dependent hop-
pings, which in turn could induce anisotropic exchange
in the spin model generating an even richer phase dia-
gram. Second, we used a Hatree-Fock variational wave-
function to capture the bandwidth renormalization in-
duced by Vij , while a more accurate approach would
be extensions of the Peierls-Feynman-Bogoliubov vari-
ational principle [57, 70, 71] taking the full non-local
Coulomb and nearest neighbour exchange interactions
into account. Yet for long-range Vij up to 3rd neighbor,
such an approach involves heavy computation that would
go beyond the scope of this work. Third, although we
used the 1T-TaS2 band structure as an example here, the
same methodology can be applied to other van der Waals
materials such as 1T-NbSe2[59, 72–74], 1T-NbS2[75], 1T-
TaSe2[76], as well as other 1T-dichalcogenide alloys, and
potentially twisted graphene multilayers[77, 78], driv-
ing them to exotic magnetic phases. As an outlook,
Coulomb engineering can also be performed with spa-
tially structured[37, 38, 41, 46, 47] or anisotropic[79, 80]
screening environments giving rise to spatially dependent
exchange interactions, that potentially leads to coexist-
ing ground states of different character within the same,
homogeneous layered material.

To summarize, we have put forward a strategy to con-
trol the magnetic ground state of strongly correlated
layered materials, which shows the potential to drive a
two-dimensional magnetic material to a frustrated quan-
tum spin-liquid regime by means of Coulomb engineer-
ing. Taking as a starting point the Wannier model for the
nearly flat band structure in 1T-TaS2, we demonstrated
that tunable screening drastically impacts the low-energy
spin model of the system. In particular, we showed that
the long-range Coulomb interactions result in bandwidth
renormalization at the Hatree-Fock level. The renormal-
ized bandwidth, together with the long-range nature of
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the Wannier model gives rise in the strongly interact-
ing limit to a screening-dependent frustrated Heisenberg
model. Finally, we showed how tuning the long-range
Coulomb interaction via screening can bring the sys-
tem towards the QSL regime by analyzing the frustra-
tion of the spin system. Our proposal demonstrates how
substrate-dependent screening, widely present in stud-
ies of van der Waals heterostructures, provides a power-
ful strategy to stabilize unconventional correlated states
of matter. Ultimately, our results provide a starting
point towards tailoring frustrated quantum magnetism
via Coulomb engineering, potentially allowing to stabi-
lize quantum spin-liquid physics in a variety of van der
Waals magnets.
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